Review of
Sidewalk Ordinance

PED Committee
July 15, 2009



Goals

 Evaluate effectiveness of ordinance -
(adopted 10 years ago)

e Current economic conditions

* Encourage fee-in-lieu where appropriate



PROPOSED SIDEWALK PROCESS

IDEWALK REQUIRED?

Is new development
(1) Residential 20 units or greater
{2) Multifamily 10 units or greater No No Sidewalk
(3) All new office, institutional, commercial, or Required
industrial
(4) = 50% improvement of (3)
(5) New streets
Construct
Will a new street be constructed? Yes—p Sidewak
’ adjacent to new
street.
IS SIDEWALK REQUIRED?
Is the projected ADT >300 ?
or No No Sidewalk
Is the projected ADT <300 but the location Required
is identified on the Pedestrian
Thorough Plan?

Yes

PROPOSED SIDEWALK PROCESS (con't)

"FEE-IN-LIEU"” OF CONSTRUCTIO
ALLOWED?
Is the street identified on the pedestrian
thoroughfare plan?
or
Is it possible to obtain easement
or right-of-way to
construct sidewalk?

IS "FEE-IN-LIEU™ OF CONSTRUCTION
ALLOWED?
Is the sidewalk on a currently
funded NCDOT or City Street that
includes sidewalk improvements?

No

}

Construct Sidewalk
adjacent to existing street.

=

Pay "Fee-in-Lieu"

h 4

Pay "Fee-in-Lieu™




lssues

* Fee-In-Lieu
— Defined areas
— Incentives
— Amount of fee

* Fairness
— Small developments + needed linkage



Defined Areas
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Incentives

IF

Sidewalk is not required on both sides of
street per Standard Specs and not a

required linkage Pedestrian Thoroughfare
Plan:

THEN

Developer can pay 50% of fee-in-lieu
amount.



Amount of Fee-In-Lieu ($)

 Benchmark
— Hickory
— Raleigh
— Greensboro
— Chapel Hill
— Cary

« Review Actual Costs
— NCDOT
— City



Fairness

 Remove loophole penalizing small
development

 Allow fee for needed sidewalk for small
projects with 15% cap



